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Response to Amendment 

This office action is responsive to Applicant's after final amendment received on 
3/29/2007. Claims 3, 8-18, 23-25, 28, and 30 have been cancelled. Claims 1,2, 4-7, 19- 
22, 26-27, 29, and 31-47 remain pending. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

The indicated allowability of claims 1 , 2, 4-7 is withdrawn in view of the newly 
discovered reference(s) to Levy et al., (U.S. Patent No. 6,092,147 and Levy 
hereinafter), in view of Marsh, (U.S. Patent No. 7,124,938). Rejections based on the 
newly cited reference(s) follow. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 1, 6, 7, 19, 20, 27, 29 are objected to because of the following 
informalities: The limitation "means storing" should read as "means for storing". 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1, 7, 19, 20, 27, 29 recite the limitation "the platform". There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. This limitation should be 
changed to "the computer platform". 
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Claims 1 , 7, 19, 20, 27, 29 recite the limitation "the data" or "that data". There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. This limitation should be 
changed to "the particular data". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-2 and 4-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Levy et al., (U.S. Patent No. 6,092,147 and Levy hereinafter), in view of Marsh, 

(U.S. Patent No. 7,124,938). 

Regarding claims 1 and 7, Levy discloses a computer platform having: 
a trusted module which is resistant to internal tampering and which stores a third 
party's public key certificate (col. 8, lines 44-67 and col. 9, lines 1-25), means for storing 
license-related code comprising at least one of a secure executor for checking whether 
the platform or a user thereof is licensed to use particular data and for providing an 
interface for using the data and/or for monitoring its usage, and a secure loader for 
checking whether the platform or a user thereof is licensed to install particular data 
and/or for checking for data integrity before installation, the license-related code 
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including secure key-transfer code for enabling a license key to be transferred between 
the trusted module and a further trusted module of another computer platform (col. 5, 
lines 15-67 and col. 6, lines 1-60) , means for storing a hashed version of the license- 
related code signed with the third party's private key (col. 6, lines 10-27), and means for 
integrity checking the license-related code with reference to the signed version and the 
public key certificate and preventing the license-related code from being loaded if the 
integrity check fails (col. 9, lines 1-25). 

Levy does not explicitly disclose the process of verification of an asymmetric 
digital signature in detail. 

However, Marsh discloses a trusted module which is resistant to internal 
tampering and which stores a third party's public key certificate (i.e., a certificate that is 
digitally signed by a trusted licensing authority), means for storing a hashed version of 
the license-related code signed with the third party's private key (col. 10, lines 3-67), 
and means for integrity checking the license-related code with reference to the signed 
version and the public key certificate and preventing the license-related code from being 
decoded and rendered by the renderer module through the rendering device if the 
integrity check fails (col. 15, lines 8-67 and col. 16, lines 1-24). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify teachings of Levy with teachings of Marsh 
because it would allow to include the process of verification of an asymmetric digital 
signature in detail as disclosed by Marsh. This modification would have been obvious 
because one of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated by the suggestion of 
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Marsh to ensure that the licensing authority did in fact sign the certificate and the 
certificate has not been altered since it has been signed (Marsh, col. 10, lines 25-45). 

Regarding claim 2, Levy discloses a computer platform as claimed in claim 1, 
wherein the means for' integrity checking further comprises a suitable cryptographic 
computation such as computing and comparing a hash value (col. 6, lines 10-25). 

Levy does not explicitly disclose the process of verification of a hash value in 

detail. 

However, Marsh further discloses means for reading and hashing the license- 
related code to produce a first hash, means for reading and decrypting the signed 
version using the public key certificate to produce a second hash, and means for 
comparing the first and second hashes (col. 10, lines 3-67). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify teachings of Levy with teachings of Marsh 
because it would allow to include the process of verification of a hash value in detail in 
detail as disclosed by Marsh. This modification would have been obvious because one 
of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated by the suggestion of Marsh to 
ensure that the licensing authority did in fact sign the certificate and the certificate has 
not been altered since it has been signed (Marsh, col. 10, lines 25-45). 
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Regarding claim 4, Levy discloses a computer platform as claimed in 
claim 1, wherein the license-related code also includes a library of interface subroutines 
which can be called in order to communicate with the trusted module (col. 5, lines 60-67 
and col. 6, lines 1-10). 

Regarding claim 5, Levy discloses a computer platform as claimed in 
claim 1, wherein the license-related code includes, for at least one group of data, a (or a 
respective) software executor (i.e., compiler application 144) which specifies the 
respective group of data and which is operable to act as an interface to that group of 
data (col. 9, lines 39-67 and col. 10, lines 1-25). 

Regarding claim 6, Levy discloses a computer platform as claimed in 
claim 1, wherein the means for storing the license-related code and/or the means for 
storing the hashed version of the license-related code are provided, at least in part, by 
the trusted module (col. 6, lines 10-27). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Arezoo Sherkat whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3796. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-4:30 Monday-Friday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on (571) 272-3795. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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